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AWARD. See Arbitration. 


al from ustices’ 
spas press 3 156 





530 


INDEX TO ABSTRACTS, DIGESTS, ETC. 





a 











BAIL. See Appeal. 
BAILMENT. Conversion, a refusal or neglect to de- 
liver an article ~~ <4 left in store, is prima 
facie evidence of. Osgoodby v. Limeburner (Buff. 


2.—Duty of pledgee of securities to collect interest ; 

negligence ; 3 de reciation of securities. Whiton v. 
u ‘ 

“ uctioneer ; ‘Criminal Law; Negligence. 


BANKRUPTCY. Collection and conversion to his 
own use of the proceeds of a note Py, a bankrupt by 
a foreign correspondent does not fall within the ex- 
ception in act as to fiduciary debts. Green’s Ban 
v. Chilton (Miss. 8. C.). 
2.—Discharge of one partner “does not release other. 
Hill v. Trainer (Wis. 8. C.) 
BANKS AND BANKING. Action against bank 
by holder of rw ted check not maintainable. 
ational Bank 


Bank (Ind. 8. C.) 
2.—Bank may not dispute title of its depositor to de- 


PAGE. 


14 


236 


136 


rockville v. Second National me 


sit. First National Bank of Lock Haven v. Mason a 


enn. 8. C.) 
3.—Meaning of word “ discount ;” includes purchase of 
notes ; negotiable instrument; indorsement by part- 
ner of firm name without ‘authority ; bona fide 
holder; defense; oompegetien + notice. Atlantic 
tate Bank v. Savely (N. Y. Ap 454, 
4.—Liability for pow A peatent 
ment for customer ; custom ; current funds; grace. 
Haddock y. Citizens’ Nat. Bank (Iowa 8. C.) 
5.—Kight to debtor a securities of third person 
Gopemted Pt ebtor as his own. 


Nat. .) 
"Boe "National Banks; 


BASTARDY. Evidence; not error to allow the 
alleged bastard child to be exhibited to jury to 
determine resemblance to omens ae father. 
State v. Smith (lowaS8. C.).. 

BENEVOLENT SOCIETIES. Status of, ‘insuring 

the lives of their members. State of Missouri v. 
Merchants’ Ex. Mut. Ben. Soc. (Mo. 8. C.) 


Savings Banks. 


Wood y. Boylston : 


43 


BEQUEST. Of bonds does not include overdue cou- | 


pons. McGrath v. Van Stavoren (N.Y. 
BIGAMY. See Criminal Law. 
BILL OF LADING. Sets of three; rights of in- 
dorsee; eatry under second bill; liability of _ 
houseman. Glyn Mills & Co. v. East and W. I. D.C 
(Eng. Q. B. D 
See Maritime Law. 


BOARD OF AUDIT. See Mandamus. 

BONDS. Municipal; board of education; acts in issu- 
ing bonds in excess of power do not render bonds 
void; innocent holder. 
Education (Ohio 8. C.) 

2.—Coupon; holder not Sonn to present coupon within 
a reasonable time after due. Williamsport Gas Co. 
v. Pinkerton (Penn. 8. C.).. 

3.—Official; mistake in name of obligee does not invali- 
date. County of Bay v. Brock (Mich. 8. C.) 

See Appeal; Municipal Corporations ; Gardighte,” 

BOTTOMRY. See Maritime Law. 

BOUNDARY. Along highway. Leigh v. Jack (Eng. 

App.) . .. 

BREACH OF PROMISE. See Marriage. 

BUILDING ASSOCIATION. Usury ; provisions 
of act of 1851, 22,87. Erie Co. Savings Bank y. 
Baldwin (Buff. = 

BURIAL. Disinterment of body forsurgical examin- 
ation, what necessary to authorize. Grangers’ Ins. 
Co. v. Brown (Miss. 8. C.) 


peqond his 


CARRIER OF ANIMALS.  Liabilit ; 
O. 


own line. Stewart v. Terre Haute & Ind. 
(U.S. C. C., Mo.) 

CARRIER OF GOODS. Lien for freight on goods 
shipped by a of sort: when lien attaches. 
Hayes v. Campbell (Cal. 8 

2.—Has no right to examine oo of 
trusted to a Dem ~ Louisville, 
R. R. Cc. (U ) 
3.—Bound to 1. » cnother sommes carrier. 
more y. Nashville R. R. Co. (U. 8. C. C., Ky.) 
See Counter-claim ; Maritime "Law. 


CARRIER OF PASSENGERS. _ Liabilit 


merchandise as baggage. Pennsylvania Co. v. 


arcels in- 
ew A. &C. 


Dins- 


for 


(Ohio 8. C. 
2. “Liability of railroad company for injury to pas: 


geaner in Pullman car. Pennsylvania Co. 

3.—When not ie x Ps to passenger. “Tnterna- 
tional & lalloren (Tex. 8. C.)... 

4.—Negli ear yt A. of passengers; safe transit 
must be provided by we of eS. Eagle 
Packet Co. v. Defries (Ill. 8, oe 


State of Ohio v. Board of , 


. 199 


e). WO60s 6ed0s sontececeseescten sens cece 1 


iller 
223 


v. Roy (U. 
510 


ms 
‘ 


senestetates 0 | 





CARRIER OF PASSENGERS— Continued. 
5.—Negligence, contributory ; injury to passenger on 
street railroad — from sitting on WY: lat- 
form. Wills v. Lynn & R. Co. (Mass c)- 
6. ee to furnish safe means of alighting. “Poulkes 
v. Metrop. Dist. Railway Co. (Eng. App.) . aceae 
CEMETERY. See Mortgage; Taxation. 
CHARGE TO JURY. See Criminal Law. 
CHILDREN. See Conflict of Law. 
CHINESE. See Constitutional Law. 
CIVIL, DAMAGE ACT. Statutory construction; 
‘other person” does not include ane Brooks 
v. Cook (Mich. 8. C.) 


COMPOURPING CRIME. 


CONFESSION. See Criminal Law. 

CONFISCATION ACT. United States not liable 
for moneys Seposes gberscetings for confiscation. 
Branch vy. U. 8. (U.S. 8. C.) 


CONFLICT OF LAW. Attachment valid 
revious assignment for creditors in another 
ierce v. O’Brien (Mass. 

2.—Federal provision as to standing of State judgments, 
Oilinn °S of jurisdiction; divorce. Morey v. Morey 
nn. 

3. At, judgment; 

into State to serve process. 


See Consideration ; 


ainst 
tate. 


jurisdiction ; enticing party 
Wood v. Wood (Ky. 


Pp. 
4.—Jurisdiction as to claims for moneys stolen from 
mails and recovered ; trust deed of property stolen. 


PAGE. 
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ws v. Burt (Mass. Ps gy satibapeteee 296 


5.—Utah divorce without jurisdiction invalid; parol 
evidence showing want of jurisdiction. State of 
Iowa v. Fleak (Lowa 8. C.) 

6. —Legitimacy of children born abroad. 
man’s Trusts (Eng. Ch. D.) 
7.—Domicile; Scotch pan il divorce. 
Farnie (Eng. Pro. and / » 

8.—Law of Lower Canada as to sales of chattels — 
comity — will not be exerc an to deprive citizen of 
title. Edgerly v. Bush (N. Y. App.) 


See Contract ; Divorce; Marriage; . Negotiable Instruments. 


CONSIDERATION. Compounding acrime; need 
not be felony to avoid contract McMahon v. Smith 
(Conn. 8. C.) 

2.—Illegal; aotol of; threat of prosecution. 
Jefferson Fire Ins. Co. (Penn. 8. 


See Married Woman. 
CONSIGNMENT. Sale of consigned goods and 


goods of consignee at one time, right of action by 
consignor against purchaser. Roosevelt vy. Doherty 
(Mass. 8. 
CONSPI RACY. See Criminal Law. 
CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTS. Ratifi- 
cation of, by people. Matter of Indiana Constitu- 
tional Amendments (Ind. 8. 


Tips cat anessesacnncatecese 1 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. Tax - gow consti- - 


tutional. Mowery v. Salisbury (N.C. 
di 

3.—Eminent domain; taking private property for 
et 1 ‘een for sidewalk not. White v- 
( 

4. B 42} domain; railroad track in ayes. 
Houston & Tex. C. R. R. Co. v. Odom (Tex. S.C.) . 
5.—Act embracing limited district 72 1% local ; ash: 

eries. Doughty v. Connover (N. J.5S.C.) 
6.—Act requiring construction of ‘fishways by eee 
owners unconstitutional. Woolever v. Stewart 
8 Feet ee 
7.—Corporations, State under power to amend charter 
cannot take away propesty rights om. 
troit v. Detroit & IE R. Co. (Mich. 8. C.) 
8.—Chinese religious customs; State law Tegulating re- 
moval of dead bodies valid. 
Set Se. MAD 66 ac ansic= 50d seeandan « denctey heneaune 
9.—State cannot be sued withoutits consent. American 
pe | & Imp. Co. v 


( 

10.—Legislative authority as to concract of public officers; 
removing from office; — in office.” Com- 
monwealth v. Williams (Ky. App 

11.—Lottery grants not contracts prgiecti by Federal 
Constitution. Stone v. State 8. C.) 

12.—Salary of judicial officers ; ight of Legisiature ‘to 
change term and compensation. State ex rel. Martin 
v. Kalb (Wis. 8. C.). 

13.—Effect of statute law upon ‘provisions - 
tion. Morley v. 9 ew Upon 

14. —— shortening term “a office | alderman 

; New York city. Long v. Mayor (N.Y. App.).. 


ublic 


| 15. B PW 2. may not levy local tax for genera: oak 


poses. Dyar v. Farmington (Me. 8. C. 
16.—Impairing contract; exemption from taxation; 

Federal jurisdiction. Louisville & U. R. R. Co. v 

Gaines, Com’t’r (U. 8. C. C., Temn.)........06.-. see. 


ay ie exemption by charter Ae on State a 


‘eople 
1 


aed of De- 
95 
Inre Wong Yun u 
g g Quy m 


. Trustees of Public Schools - 


Constitu- Bi 


196 


o 


274 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW — Continued. 
17.—Impairing contract ; statute impeding collection of 
ina ment. State ex rel. Ranger v. New Orleans 


496 
18.—Impairing obligation of contract; State law has a 


rem Hardin’s Adm’r v. Taylor (Ky. App 
19.—Taxat on; assessment for street sewer according » 
fostene and area valid. Cleveland v. Tripp (R. I 


20.—Usury; statute abolishing penalty for, affects exist- 
ing defenses and is valid. Mosby vy. St. Louis M. 
Ins. Co. (Va. 8. C.) 
21. phy | invalid contracts. 
Gross (Ill, 8 PRIN, 
See peony Raine Elections; Insurance, Life: Na- 
tional Banks. 


CONTEMPT. Right to strike out answer for con- 
tempt in action for divorce. Walker v. Walker (N. 

Y. App. 
See Appeal; Municipal Corporations. 


CONTINGENT REMAINDER. See Will. 


CONTRABAND BUSINESS. Business privati 
juris and publici wit Ladd v. Southern Cotton P. 
& Mf’g Co. (Tex. 5S. C.) oe 


CONTRACT. Act of God, non- 
by, no breach. Ward v. Vance ( enn. 8. 
2.—Conflict of laws ; pusband and wife; enforcement. 
Hayden v. Stone a 8. C.) 
8.—Construction of ; ‘advertisement in book sold b 
= Burr & Hyde vy. American §. 8S. Co. ( 


gertormeance caused 


5. —Deed for land accepted binds grantee not signing ; 
~ roof to contradict. Hubbard vy. Marshall 
(Wis. 


. C.). 
6. —Duress; illegal consideration ; , compounding felony ; 
rescinding of contract. Heckman v. Swartz (W 


‘construction. "Re 


Wilmott 


1—Lmpossibiity of performance ; 

ur’s Estate (Eng. Ch. 
8.—Inconsistent contracts ; right of action. 
v. Barber (Eng. Ch. D.).. 
9.—Lien in nature of a mortgage, What is. 
Gerrich (Me. 8 C.) 

10.—Representations influencing conduct; mutuality 
interest in lands; statute of frauds, § 4; canouaedl 
consideration. Alderson v. Maddison (Eng. Ex. D.), 4 

11.—Void by public policy; release without considera- 
tion to influence voters. Harvey v. Tama County 
(Iowa 8. C.) . 

2.—Void as against public 
R. P. Ry. Co. (lowaS 

13.—Void as against public eae $ 4 Soiatickiye’ poses 
sion dependent on. Clements v. Yturria (N App.) 

14.—Between railroad and telegraph company to send 
private messages free of charge, against public 
policy and immoral. Western Un. Tel. Co. v. 

R. Co. (U. 8. C. C., Kans.) 

15.—In restraint of trade; wy judgment. 
lon v. Rouissillon (Eng. D. 

16.—Wagering, what is; sale of merchandise for future 
delivery. Marx v. Ellsworth (Tex. Comm. App.) 

See Action; Attorney; Consideration ; Constitutional 
Law: Corporations’: Eviction; Fixtures; Husband 
and Wife; Insurance, Fire: Lunatic; Maritime Law; 
Marriage: Married Woman; Sale; Statute of Frauds ; 
Telephone; Trade; Usury; Will. 


CONVERSION. Of buildings belonging to another 
by land-owner, when — personal property. 
Doliver v. Ela (Mass. 8. C.) 

2.—Laches ; action will not lie where © property changed 
pl ag estate. Detroit & B. C. R. R. Co. vy. Burch 
(Mic 

3.—When Paneer before ea for, not necessary. 

Harpending v. Myers (Cal. 


See shade 
CONVEYANCE. Fraudulent; conveyance in con- 
sideration of marriage not voluntary. National 
Exchange Bank vy. Watson (R. 1.8. C.).... 
2.—Fraudulent ; when voluntary convey: ance to “child, 


” Sawyer v. 


PAGE. 


Penceeccsc cnc tecccsesccese nes s6ases se sesccesceess 37 


Ded wvcesrsee 115 


19 


18 
29 


155 


143 


7] 


19 


not paemgeen o of pogepeenee of deed. Herring v. a 


Richards ( 
3.—Fraudulent ; 
does not constitute fraud. 


App.) 
4.—Fraudulent ; 
lently selling, protected. 
(Mich. 8. C. 
COPYRIGHT. Chromo printed Berlin woolwork 
pattern not a pisaon copy of an engraving from 
the same design. Dicks v. Brooks (Eng. App.) 
2.—In article in encyclopedia, foreign and native 
pty oe injunction when will notissue. Scribner 
. Stoddart (U. 8. C. C., Penn.).. 
3. terion publication, sale of chromo designed from 
icture in; when does _ oor se a breach. 
ohnson v. "Donaldson (0.8. C. C., 


Minn.) 
coilieatens by husband on wife; sm 
Carr v. Breese (N. 


innocent vendee from one fraudu- 
Beurman v. Van Buren 


Viescnsae seth <4 6 és0duiicnwbdisbsgiel weiesan 458 


ePovecese ooee 148 | 
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CORPORATION. De facto. wi what is. Butale ©. Ry. : 


nt. R (Buff. 8. 
2.--De eae bh to; estoppel. Evie ¢ 
ings Bank v. Baldwin (Buff. 
3.—Issue of new certificate of stock without surrender 
of old; liability for wrongful issue; dividends. 
Cleveland &M Co. v. Tapett’s Admrs. (Ohio 


4.—Notice; when knowledge of director not that of 
corporation. Lothian v. Wood (Ca 

5.—Subscription to stock; what constitutes valid sub- 
scription. Nulton v. Clayton Towa 8. C.) 

6.—Individual members of board of managers cannot 

ind, and contracts not implied from their declara- 

tions. Allegheny County Work-house vy. Moore 
(Penn. 8. C. 
7.—Rights of stockholders; foreclosure; oy of 
y oad peers Thornton vy. Wabash ’R’ y Co. (N. 


unty Sav- 


8. Re ey of company issuing a certificate of stock 
under a forged transfer; estoppel. Sim v. ange 
American Tel. Co. (Eng. App.).. A 

9.—Liability of trustee ; presumption as as to holding 
over ; assignment of ae Philadelphia ws R. C. 
I. Co. vy Hotchkiss (N. Y. pp. 
10.—Sabbath breaking, may be indicted for. 
Balt. & O. R. R. Co. (W. Va. S. C. 
11.—Transfer of shares; liability of corporation for 
wrongful issue of — Strange v. Houston 
& T. C. Ry. Co. (Tex. 8 
2.—Not a“ person” within | Pharmacy Act. Pharmaceu- 
tical Society v. London & . Asso. (Eng. 
13.—When liable to officer of, stor =, shigese 
M. Asso. v. Meredith (Md. App’) 
See Constitutional Law; Municipal “Corporations; 
Receiver; Taxation. 


COUNSEL. See Criminal Law. 
COUNTER-CLAIM. Arising out of same transac- 


tion allowable, though not existing oe action 
commenced. Howard v. Johnston (N. Y. 
2.—When admission of plaintiff’s claim wt. not shut 
out; carrier of goods; liability for damage to goods 
carried. Schwinger v. Raymond (N. 
See Removal of Causes. 


COUPON. See Bonds. 
COUSIN. Who are second cousins? 
Bantham v. Wilson (Eng. Ch. D.).. pee 
COVENANT. By tenant to pay canes ond assess- 
ments. Budd v. Marshall (Eng. C. P. D.) 
See Ancient Lights; Lease. 


CRIMINAL CONVERSATION. Action for, not 
dependent on wife’s consent; evidence; husband 
and wife not competent to prove want of sexual 
intercourse; presumption of legitimacy of child 
born after. Egbert v. Greenwalt (Mich. 8. C.).. 


CRIMINAL LAW. Abortion by administering a 
drug; name of drug need not be stated in indict- 
ment; woman on whom committed not accomplice. 
Watson v. State (Tex. App.). 
2.—Appeal, —— criminal may not. maintain, ‘from 
conviction eople v. Redinger (Cal. 8. C). 
and manslaughter; constitutional ‘law; 
State of Maine v. Littlefield | 


4.—Attempt ‘abhi to another to commit sates 
not. Stablier v. Comm. (Penn. 8. C.) 

5.—Attempt to steal, —y wa Ge not specify 
articles. State v. Utley (N.C.S 

6.—Bigamy ; og pe of death pa absence. Hull 
vy. Texas (‘lex, 

7.— Confession not proof of corpus delicti, 
State (Neb. 8. C.) 

8. — Conspiracy; ; ‘to make tiable, party must consent to 
criminal act ; no implied assent ; unlawful act not 
of dangerous character. 

9.—Constitutional law; right of trial by jury in vicinage. 
Swart v. Kimball (Mich. 8. C.) 

10.— Counsel, right of public 
by; evidence ; testimony of deceased witness admis- 
sible. State v.Wilson (Kans. 8. C.).. 

11.—Cumulative sentences, power of court to ‘pass. 
Castro v. Queen (Eng. App.) 

12.— Evidence ; conversations sccompanyine acts proved 
admissible. Mack v. State (Wis 

13.— Evidence ; dying declarations; 
renders incompetent. People v 





3.—Assault 
former conviction. 
(Me. S.C ) 


rosecutor to be assisted 


hope of recovery 
odgdon Cah 


be shown in order “io 
illis vy. Commissioner 


14. — Evidence ; ; intoxication ma 
Coun degree of crime. 
( 
15.— ibvidence; larceny; ; charge to ju qgoreanns opin- 
ion as to guilt. enze v. Peo le N.Y App. 
16.— False pretenses ; evidence; intent ; sO a other 
acts of like character, when admissible. Trogden v. 
Commissioners (Va. 8. C.) . 
17.— False pretenses ; one falsly representing himself to 
be a ‘*‘ store-ke eper” and obtaining goods is guilty 
of. Higler v. People (Mich. 8. C.} ......... Sé6eue 


34 


518 


Tf ES J... 158 


433 


- App.)..... .. 515 


Re wear § $ 
. 352 


158 


++. B76 


Priest v. 
338 


Lamb v. People (Ill. 8. C.). 418 
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CRIMINAL LAW — Continued. 

18.— Felonies under Federal laws, what are. United 
States v. Coppersmith (U.S.C. C., Tenn.)......... 
19.— Forgery ; alteration of memorandum indorsed by 

holder of note. State of lowa v. Davis (lowaS. C.). 
eat evidence; intent to defraud person named 


PAGE. 
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ust be oreres 5 ~ 1% flight not evidence of guilt. Fox -_ 


= People (IIL 
21L.— Forgery ; ae alteration, ‘constitutes 
monwealth vy. Boutwell (Mass. 8. C.) .. P os 

22.— Former judgment, what is not, so as to bar new 
trial. Smith v. State (N.J. Err. and A 

23.— Grand jury ; irregularity in drawing Moor does not 
vitiate acts of jury; statutor oo. Cates 
States v. Ambrose (U.8 

24.—Grand ju ; objection ‘> 7h. EES of juror ; 
when it wili and when it will not be. State of Con: 
necticut v. Hamlin (Conn. 8. C.) 

oe i = on child; consent. “Regina y. 

© ng 

26:— Infanticide: sex of child need not be stated in 
indictment. ‘State v. Morrissey (Me. 8. C.).. 

27.— Intent ; vive. not necessary to prove it. 
v. State (N. J. Ct. of E.) 

28.— Joinder of pF Ete thief and receiver of stolen 
goods may be indicted together. Commonwealth 
v. Darling (Mass. 8. C.) 

29.— Larceny ; to be pny ag must be concerned in 
original taking. »hea v. State (Tex. 
eee money delivered by mistake and appro- 
priated is. Ducker v. State (Or 

31.—Larceny by bailee: purchaser under pA “ot 
wi or return not bailee. 


82.—Larceny; selling a horse and winning purchase- 
money back at cards; former owner taking posses- 
an of toy y is guilty of theft. Matthews. State 

ex. 

83.-‘Liaaore Sakewbuite soning, what complaint for must 
aver; pleading. Rhode Island vy. Hines ( C. 

34.—Malicious destruction of wife’s property by hus- 
band; husband and wife; yy ee constraction. 
State of New Jersey v. Nugent (N. J. Sess.). 

35.—Perjury; evidence; testimony of two witnesses 
necessary to convict. Williams vy. Comm. (Penn. 


8 C.). 

36. —Practice ; - when criminal prosecution commences; 
removal of cause. State v. Post (U.8. C. C., Ga.). 
37.—Perjury; sentence of penal servitude may be inflicted 

jy wit nous any other punishment. Castro v. Queen 
(Eng. App.). 
38. ee ane indictment; variance; word * 


i, larcey ” for 
aa 3" idem sonans. People v. St. 


Clair = 


39.—Receiving stolen goods; married woman may = 
convicted when active in crime ; joint indictment of 
husband and_ wife; presumption from possession. 
Goldstein v. People ( App 
40.—Sabbath breaking, ‘corporation ma may be indicted for. 
State v. Balt. Co. (W. Va. 8. C.).. 
41.—Trial ; pM ang cannot be - ae or reviewed. 
Maryland v. Shields (Md. App. 
42.—Trial; charges as to weig ? ‘of evidence; error. 
McKenna v. eople (N. Y. App 
43.—Trial ; joint assessment of qanishenent 
offenders invalid. Flynn y. State (Tex. 
44.—Trial; jury taking weapon causing hom cide with 
them error 5 evidence ; foot-prints. 
(Tex. A 
45.—Trial ; ote, 
State (Neb. 
46.—Warrant, not , ee oouees invalid to protect 
officer. Harwood v. Siphers (Me. 8. C. 
47.—Witness; husband and wife not requiredjto testify 
somes each other as witnesses for prosecution. 
Byrd v. State (Miss. S. C.) 
itness; not disqualified by failure !to obey order 
of a from courtroom. Hey v. Comm. cv a. 


verdict not allowable. 


See Removal of Causes. 


CROPS. See Delivery 
CUMULATIVE SENTENCES. See Criminal Law. 


DAMAGE Measure of, in action for waste. an min- 
ing coal. nklin Coal Co. v. MeMillan (M 
See Adverse Possession; Eminent Domain;  Biviction 
Municipal Corporations ; Slande 
DEBTOR AND CREDITOR. Lien “ creditor 
on money loaned in his hands. Dougherty v. Cen- 
tral Nat. Bank (Penn. 8. C.) 
“wy of creditor as to eeeneeenes ome. Cages 
. Stultz (Ga. 8. C.) 
DEI D. Delivery of, to third person for use of; 
when ofeetive when quistien for jury. 
Swayze (N. J. 
2.—Lunatic, trom committee ‘of; . execution. Lawrie 
v. Lees s Cling. A pp.).. 
See Cont ; Lunatic ; “Marriea Woman; Minor ; Mu- 
nicipal Corporations 
DEFENSE. See Negotiable'Instruments; Usury. 


ntee; : 
ones v. 


App.) .. - 418 


uldin v. State 
= 


Ps) ccccrccccee 218 


Halsted 
176 


egon 8. 182 


Krause v..Comm. (Penn. 
357 


) 237 


318 


| PAGE. 
| DELIVERY. What Gosp net csnetiinte; peecepeencend™ 
crop. Bailey v. Long (Kans. 8. C.) 

See Vendor and Purchaser. 


DEVISE. See Will. 
DISBARMENT. See Attorney; Slunder and Libel. 


DIVORCE. In another State followed by marriage ; 
estoppel ; acquiescence. Loud vy. Loud (Maas. 8. C.), 235 
2.— F ob a en : Comiere conflict of law. Briggs v. 


a—Wite Werte he husband because he Pale. not de- 
sertion. —- Sandford (N. J. Ch.) . 518 
See Conflict of Law; Gast 


DOGS. See Constitutional Law. 

DOMICILE. See Conflict of Law; Divorce; Insur- 
ance, Life. 

DOWER. See Insurance, Fire. 

DURESS. See Contract. 

DYING DECLARATIONS. See Criminal Law. 


EASEMENTS. How coumipes 5 use paring origin in 
5 
Hall v. Litchfield me 


parol. Jewett v. Hussey (Me 
2.—Access of air to slaughter-house. 
‘Of righ Co. (Eng. Ch. D.(. 
3.—Of right of way by prescription ; what notice re- 
[re ; evidence of actual es notice to agent. 
Ward v. heeeeneeh - . Y. App.) 
See Right of Way. 
EDITOR See Slander and Libel. 


EJECTMENT. Execution of writ; 
(pers houses in close proximity. Falvey v. Elliott 
u , 
2. —Devisee may “bring, before probate * wm. Rich- 
cane v. Ee Ce. 8. C.).. +6 basensees 
See Adverse Possession. 
ELECTION. Constitutional law; registration law, 
= unconstitutional. Dells v. mpeatid (Wis. & 


EMINENT DOMAIN. Diversion of private water- 
course by city for parpose of general drainage not 
an exercise of the right of. Assessment; cloud on 
title ; illegal wi gy under compulsion. Murphey 
v. Mayor (Del. App. 38) 

2.— Railroad in street; ‘liability ‘to abutting omnes; 
measure of damages. Central Br. Un. P. R.R 

v. Twine (Kans. 8. 


.) 
See Constitutional Law ; Riparian Rights. 


EQUITABLE ACTION. See Action. 

ESCHEAT. What steps necessary for State to secure 
title; estoppel. Reid v. State (Ind. 8. C.) 

ESTOPPEL. See Uorporations; Divorce; Escheat ; 
Executor ; Former Adjudication ; Married Woman ; 
Negotiable Instrumente; Suretyship ; Usury. 


EVICTION. Damages upon, of tenant; breach of 
contract. Stenbeck v. Latta ( Buff. S. Cc) . it 
EVIDENCE. Of age and nativity: sonest of official 
committee. Ctursla v. Frieccia (Eng. H. of L.) 
— Exception to testimony offered in gross, not good if 
” any o yw oe ye — Board of Education 
v. Keenan (Cal 

3.— Expert, Roman Catholic priest as ‘an, on’ mental 
condition. Toomes’ Estate (Cal. 8. C.) 

4.— Medical works on insanity may be read to jury by 
counsel for the accused, on re uestion of his in- 
sanity State v. Hoyt (Conn. 8 

5.— Of value ; when admissible ; eile e of contract ; 
joint debtors; declarations by one do not bind 
others. Wallis v. Randall (N. ¥. App.) 

6.— Of value of goods ¢ onverted ; when eee, at actual 
sale not. Flanagan v. Maddin (N. _ ON EPS 

j.— Action for seduction; when female may be ques- 
tioned as to illicit intercourse with others. Smith 
v. Garagan (Ind. 8. C.) 

8.— Secondary ; sworn copy of paper outside of jurisdic- 
tion competent. Fisher v. Green (Ill. 8. C.) 

9— Res geste ; declarations of employee, 4 ‘cae 

ble. O’Connor v. hicago, M. & St. P. R. Co. 
(Minn. Tt Wicndedhnthiaeasenhatnechedbenincened eédin 

10.— Witness, competency of,in Federal courts ; when 
determined by State ry and when not. Potter vy. 
Third Nat. Bank (U. 8. 8. C.). 

11.— Interest of witness ; may not be shown by admis- 
sions. Erickson v. Bell (lowa .) 116 

See Attorney; Bastardy; Conflict of Law; oo 
Conversation; Criminal Law; Insurance, Life, 82; 
ara: Municipal Corporations; Negligence; 

—sy Practice; Sale; Slander and Libel; 
my ill, Witness, 


EXCISE. License operons not keepinginns. Peo- 
ab ©. Meseteom CH. Es B. Gdeccc ccvccccccccccs csocccce 210 
EXECUTOR. Admission of_assets in plea con- 
ae estoppel; practice. Kennedy v. Crasswell 
( 
2.— Payment ‘to one or several <1 es debt due 
Bank (R. I. 8. C.) 


land lying be- 


457 


436 





estate. Stone vy. Union Sav. 
See Ple —_— 
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EXECUTION. Officer’s return on, conclusive until 
a, impeached. Barrows yv. National Rubber 
Co. (RK 1.) 
EXEMPTION. Attachment ; sewing-machines and 
yiano are ** household furniture,’ ’ and exempt from. 
an Storck v. Winslow (RK. [. 8. C, 
— Execution ; unfinished ind By cases ; ; debtor’s right 
to exemption not waived by neglect to claim it. Mc- 


Abe v. Thompson (Minn. S.C.) .....-. ceeeeeeees cocee 262 


EXPERT. See Evidence. 

EXTRADITION. Detention of extradited pris- 
oner under civil process; “* offense,”’ what is, within 
meaning of act; contempt. Pooley v. Whetham 
(Eng. App.).. 
2.—Inter-State ; duty “of executive of ‘whom fuzitive. is 
acs mee State of North Carolina y. Perry (D.C. 


FALSE PRETENSES. See Criminal Law. 
FELONY. See Criminal Law. 

FIDUCIARY DEBT. See Bankruptcy. 
FISHERIES. See Constitutional Law. 
FIXTURES. Erected by one in pragenion under 


contract 7 eos. Hinkley 
Black (Me. 8. C.) 


« 


470 


E. Iron Co. v. | 


2.—When nok nl in fac ‘tory. is, as en vendor ; 
13 


Shelton vy. Ficklin (Va. 8. 
See Real Estate. 
FORECLOSURE. Defendant ew ms up para- 
mount title. Yerks v. Roots (Buff. 
2.—Rights of mortgagees as to ~ a pane 
hardt v. Lymburner (Buff. 8. C.).. 
See Corporations; Former Adjudication. 


FOREIGN JUDGMENT. See Contract. 
FORGERY. See Criminal Law. 
FORMER ADJUDICATION. Action by pledgee 
of mortgage to toreclose ; payment of judgment by 
owner of mortgage restores his right to foreclose. | 
Dougherty v. Remington Paper Co. (N. Y. App.)..... 
2.—W hat does and what does not constitute ; a 
Radford v. Folsom (U. 8. D. C., Mich.}...... 


FRANCHISE. Whatis; right of railroad company 
to lay track through city; right need not be exclu- 
sive, but must be from sovereign ow er. Chicago & 
W. Ind. R. R. Co. v. Dunbar (Ill. 

2.—Does not include ipmunity from taxation ; 3 rail- 
ag — Tenn., Va. & Ga. R. R. Co. v. Hamblin 
RBs Gib o We Soe Pe cn cateccanctaececscodscesn osarcnscceesuse 


FRAUD. “Catching bargains; loaning of money on 
expectation.’”’ Nevill v. Snelling(Eng.Ch.D).. 
See Attorney ; Conveyance; Negotiable Instruments. 


GAMBLING. 


gaine like faro, keno, etc. 
8. C.) 


and vendee. 


‘Bern- 


Statutory construction ; poker not 
Nuckolls v. Comm. (Va. 


GIFT. Causa mortis; of check ; of wits of exchange. 
Re Mead Austin v. Mead (Eng Ch. 


2.—Of notes to take effect at death a donor.  Merri- 


516 


. 503 


wether v. Morrison (Ky. x 2 Diged <dendcnwvendinmemanee 463 


ill. 
GUARANTY. Contieienah: ; necessity of notice of 
acceptance ° : $i not transferable. King v. Batter- 
son (R. I. C.) 
GUARDIANSHIP. Court must have jurisdiction ; 
what does not constitute jurisdiction; infant sur- 
sapeitiousiy brought into State. In the 9 of 
Guardianship of Hubbard Infants (N. Y. Ap 


GRAND JURY. Statutory construction; sedan 
ity in drawing juror does not vitiate acts of jury. 
United States v. Ambrose (U.S. C. C. 

See Criminal Law, 


HlGfich: &. ©) Alley in city not. 
(Mic 

2.—Dedication to use for specified persons not dedica- 

was to public. ae vy. Richmond & D. oe R. Co, 

a Ck . eoeee 


HOMESTEAD. “May be fa "building: agen ‘leased 
ground; use of part of premises i business pur- 
poses. "Hogan v. Manners (Kans. 


HUSBAND AND WIFE. Action - cumenee not 
maintainable between. Hobbs v. Hobbs (Me. 8S. C.), 

2.—Contract by wife before marriage: non-responsibil- 
ity of husband. Biery v. Ziegler (Penn. 8. C.). 

3.—Clothing furnished by husband does not become 
separate estate. 

4.—Conveyance of land to them rw ae tenants in 
entirety. Marburg v. Cole (Md. App.) 

5.—Authority to pledge credit during ‘cohabitation ; 
necessaries ; revocation of implied authority. Deben- 
ham v. Mellor (Eng. App.) 

6.—That a wife living with her husband is authorized 
to pledge his credit for articles suitable to her 
station isa presumption of fact and may be — 
by evidence. Debenham y. Mellor (Eng. App.).. 


Bagley v. People 


. 315 


Pratt v. State (Ohio S. C.).... ...... 144 


91 
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7.—Liability of husband for repairs on wife’s house. 
Ross v. Janes (Buff. 8S. C. 
8.—Valid mortgage by wife rendered invalid by for 
of note it was “en to ag oe jurisdiction. 
man v. Werges (U.S ‘a) 31 
bear levin does not lie between. “Hobbs v. Hobbs (Me. = 


“Criminal Conversation: 3 


Seo “Contract: Conveyance : 
nee Crt Mechanics’ Lien ; 


Criminal Law; M 
Recording Acts; ee J 


ICE. See Negligence. 

INDIANA. See Constitutional Amendments. 

INDICTMENT. See Criminal Law. 

INFANT. See Guardianship; Marriage; 
Woman; Parent and Child ; Pleading. 

INFANTICIDE. See Criminal Law. 


INJUNCTION. May be issued in one equitable action 
| egg ag another in same court. Mann vy. Flower 
nn 8 
.—Of publication injurious: to “trade ; "jurisdiction. 
Croft v. Richardson (N. Y. 8S. C.). 
3.—Publication injurious to trade; not necessary to 
rove actual damage in an ae to restrain. 


Married 


homas v. Williams (Eng. Ch. D) 
4.—Publication and circulation - 2 libel ; 
Bell v. Singer Mfg. Co. (Ga. 8. C. 
5.—Street railroad, preliminary injunction to prevent, 
from running cars on rails made, without having 
compensated owners of “ fee, ‘ete. 
Cemetery v. Buffalo E. 8S. S. R. Co. (Buff. 8. C.) 
See Practice. 


from husband’s will. Wright v. West (Tenn. 8. C.).. 
See Evidence. 


INSOLVENCY. Righée F seeee venpnenie hey —_ 


GE. 


Buffalo City 
156 


| INSANITY. Of widow excuses laches in dissenting -_ 


Petition of Knowles ( ) ‘ - 817 


See Partnership. 


insurer against 
one negligently causing See joinder “ parties. 
Swarthout v. Chicago & N. W. R. R. Co. (Wis. 8. C.), 256 

2. Contract between insured and mutual company may 
be cancelled and note surrendered by agreement of 
parties. Acker, Rec’r, v. Hite (Penn. 8. C.).. 

3.—Policy a contract of indemnity only. Darrell v. 
Tibbetts (Eng. App.) 

4 —Agent, authority of; non-payment of premium; 
waiver. Critchett v. American Ins. Co. (lowa 8. C _), 

5.—Concealment; stipulation against: fraud; articles 
not concealed and actually destroyed, seerpeaaied 
liable for Austrian case 

6.—Insurance of goods sold but not delivered; insur- 
ance for another's benefit. Reitenbach v. Johnson 
(Mass. S. C.) 

7.—Dower, inchoate right of, not an incumbrance 
avetaine, § policy. Southern Mut. Ins. Co. v. Kloeber 
( 


8. SEoadidiene as to incumbrances; waiver by wk A 
ation of insured. Titus v. Glen's Falls Ins. Co. (N.Y. 


Pp. 

9. whership of. money for insurance as between ven- 
dorand ,pure shaser. Rayner v. Preston (Eng. Ch. D.) 

10.—* Riot,” what constitutes. Lycoming Ins. Co. v. 
Schwenk (Penn. 8. C.). 

11.—Loss after premium paid, but before issue of policy; 
equity may enforce payment; misrepresentation; 
title ; notice ¥ loss. oody y. Old Dominion Ins. 


Co. (Va. 
Williams v. Hartford F. Ins. Co. 


— loss, chek is. 
(Cal. S. C.) . 
13.— Payable to mortgagee ; ‘not defeated by. mor agor’s 
subsequent act. Black v. Nat’l Ins Co. (L. Can).. 
14.—Uver valuation without wrongful intent, in proof 
of loss, does not avoid pole Dogge v. Northwest- 
ern Nat. Ins. Co. (Wis. 8 Cc) 

15.—Vacancy of dwelling, temporary geapnoe of of family 
wit Stupetzki v. Transatlantic F. Ins. Co. (Mich. 


) 

.—Vacancy, condition against; school-house; vaca- 
tion. American Ins. Co. v. Foster (Il. 
17.—Waiver of condition; te is _ 

Ins. Co. vy. Mispelhorn (Md. App.) « 
18.—Warranty, breach of, not de ense in action ‘on; 
compromise of loss; misrepresentations as to owner- 
ship. Stache v. St. *Paul F. & M. Ins. Co. (Wis. 8. C.) 


INSURANCE, LIFE. Accident ; death by drown- 
ing induced b “— fit. Winspear v ecident 
Ins. Co. (Eng. D.) 

2.—For benefit of child; construed to include grand- 
child ; stipulation in policy contravening charter of 
company ; life policy construed like a will. Duvall 
v. Goodson (Ky. Ap 

3.— Domicile of insurance company ‘from another State 
complying with State laws as to business. pagebeeres 
v. Universal Life Ins. Co. (Va. 8.C.) . 

4.— Evidence; condition against future intemperance ; $ 
habitual drunkard. Odd Fellows Mut. Life Ins. Co. v. 
Rohkopp (Penn. §. 


Farmers’ F. 


137 


123 


164 
- 118 


37 
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5.— Forfeitures by failure to pay premium when due ; 
reluctanve of courts to enforce forfeitures. Sea- 
mem ¥- North W. ene Life Ins. Co. @. 8.c.C 

BM.) «000 « 

6.— Insolvent company ; “non-payment. “ot. premiums. 
Matter of Attorney-General vy. Guardian Mutual Life 
Ins. Co. (N. Y. App.) 

7.—Insolvent company; right of receiver to appear in 
—_—. to determine priorities ; constitutional 
aw; obligation of contract; registered policies ; 
annuities ; computation of value; forfeitures; un- 
conscionable agreement ; usury. ‘a7 A Attor- 
ney-General v. N. A. L. Ins. Co. (N. Y.A 

8.— Non-payment of premium invalidating polie y. Gid- 
shen Northwestern Mutual Life Ins. Co. (U.S. 


9.— Vested interest of beneficiary. in, policy. Ricker v. pa 


Charter Oak Life Ins. Co. (Minn. 8. C.) 
See Benevolent Societies. 


INSURANCE, MARINE. Unseaworthy ship; what 
constitutes. ’Lawton vy. Royal Canadian Ins. Co. 
(Wis. 8. Cc.) ‘ 

“See Statutes of Frauds. 
INTENT. Criminal Law. 
INTEREST. On mortgage after due not at contract 


but at usual rate. Goode hap v. Roberts (Eng. App.). 218 


— When at contract rate after due. Union Inst. for 
Sav. v. Boston (Mass. S. C.) 
See Notice ; Usury. 
INTERLINEATION. See Alteration. 
INTOXICATION. See Criminal Law. 


JOINDER. In actions for tort ; release of one party 
when not release of others. Ellis v. Essau (Wis. 
2. — Judgment | in “joint ac tion. for’ tort not divisibie. 
McCool vy. Mahoney (Cal. 
See Criminal , 7 é 7 See Fire. 


JUDGMENT. Founded upon illegal contract, va- - 


eatingof Bredier v. Dorsey (Penn. 8. C.) 


2.—Of justiee’s court; cost beyond statutory limit 
- 1185 


vitiates. Kunz v. Echhert (Buff. 8. C.) 
3.— Of justice of*the peace cannot be upheld. by mere in- 
tendment. Chappell v. Truscott (Buff. LPs 
See Conflict of Laws; Criminal Law; Joinder ; ; “Ju- 
risdiction; Practice. 


JURISDICTION. Admiralty; collisions on Ohio 
yen s Federal question. Schoonmaker y. Gilmore 
( Ss 
2.—Circuit Courts, suit brought by assignee of munici- 
pal bond; acknowledgment of indebtedness. Porter 
¢ Jonesville (U. S.C. O., Wie.)..<00. 
.—Federal court; suit founded on contract in favor of 
an assignee when Circuit © ek has n¢ 
Stanley v. Supervisors (U. 8. CN. 
.—Of ine courts over suits by States. New Orleans 
M.&T R. Co. v. State (U.S C.). 
5.—Of Federal courts not ¢ 3 ot F by consent of 
parties , removal of cause from State court depend- 
ent upon subject- patter. People’s Bank of Belle- 
ville v. Winslow (U. 8.8 C.) 
—Foreign Judement - substituted service. “Shepard — 
v. Wright (N. Y. 8. C.) 
7.—State courts have, of actions in personam for mari- 
time torts. Brown vy. Gilmore (Penn. S. C.) r 
.—Service of process; railroad company of ait State 
leasing railroad in another, not citizen of latter 
wo Brownell v. 7s B. RB. R. Co. (U.S.C. C., 
See Conflict of Laws; * Constitutional Law; 
ianship ; Injunction ; Maritime Law; Nat ional Banks $ 
Practice ; Waiver. 
JUROR. Ignorance of English as affecting oe 
tion,of. Town of Trinidad v. Simpson (Colo. 8. C.) . 
See Criminal Law. 
RY. Must understand English. eee 9 v. 
State (Tex. App ). 
See Grand Jury. 


JUSTICES’ COURTS. Miajelnder ¢ of defendants. 


Hammer vy. Knell (Buff. 8. 
See po 


JUSTICE OF PEACE. See Judgment. 


LARCENY. See Criminal Law. 
LEASE. Covenant to pay taxes and assessments; 
what is an assessment. meee v. Marshall (Eng. 


ee as to use of premises - — waiver by accept- 
ing rent. Griffin v. Tompkins (Eng. Q. B 


LEGACY. See Will. 
LEGITIMACY. See Conflict of Law ; Criminal Con- 


versation. 
LIBEL. See Slander ana Libel. 
LICENSE. See Excise; Patent. 
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LIEN. See Attorney; Carrier of Goods; Debtor and 
Creditor ; Insolvency ; Maritime w. 


LIMITATIONS. See Statute of Limitations. 
LOTTERY. See Constitutional Law. 


LUNATIC. Deed of, when avoided; ratification; 
when contract held valid. Crawford y. Scovell 
(Penn. 3. C.). 

See Deed; Statutory Construction. 


MALICIOUS PROSECUTION. Ground of; what 
must be shown; jag of prosecution. Thaule y. 
Krekeler (N. Y. 


MAND DAMUS. an es lie against executive of State. 
Western R. Co. v. DeGraff (Minn. 8. C.) 136 
2.—Will lie A ot, town board of audit fo tite spe- 
cific examination of claim. People ex rel urston 
v. Board of Town Auditors (N. Y. App.) . 
See Religious Society. 
MANSLAUGHTER. See Criminal Law. 
MAILS. Obstructing passage of; railroad train wrong- 
fully passing over defendants’ land: statutory con- 
crest ‘tion. United States v. DeMott (Com. Ct., 
) 


N 


MARINE INSURANCE. See Insurance, Marine. 
MARITIME LAW. Contract for repair of vessel; 


—_* Jurisdiction. Town of Pelham v. Schooner — 
(0.8. D.C..N. Y. 
2.—Bill of iading: for what goods owners of vessels re- 
sponsible; authority of master; nature of instru- 
ment; contradicting by parol. Witzler v. Collins 
(Me. S. C.) 
3.—Bottomry bond; collision + — of liens. Force vy. 
Pride of the Ocean (U. DB. C., HN. ¥ ) 
4.—Carrier of goods; anneae in Satin Ex Ey 
Re Keill (Eng. App.).... 
5.—Charter of mortgaged ship. The Fanchon (Eng. Pro. 
& Adm. D. 
6.—Contract to furnish sails to vessels ‘building; fur- 
nished after launching, a land contract and lien 
aooere State law valid. Wilson v. Lawrence (N. Y. 
App.) . 
7. ~The of ship- -owner to return ae to port of ship- 
ment. Worth v. Steamboat (U. D. C., Mo.) 
8.— , average, subject of. head y. Sellar (Eng. . 
App.) 219 
9. Terai tion of atentoety as to crew of foreign ves- 
sel. Amalia, The (U.S. D. C., Me.) 


| 
| 10.—Liability for loss of e: ArZO; deviation from course to 
| save property. Scaramanga vy. Stamp (Eng. App.).. 359 
ll. ~Hule in case of collision. Shepherd v. Clara (U.S 
8. C.) . 497 
12 .—Sunday, seamen «4 be required to work on. Smith 


ar 
‘ 


vy. Schooner ¢. 8 bq BEELD séaxce acre. SOO 
See Jurisdiction ; Sunday. 


| MARRI AGE. Action for breach of promise; con- 
sanguinity; nephew and Faw. conflict of law. 
Campbell v. Crampton (U. $C. C., N. ¥.) 

2.— Breach of promise; infant; ratification or fresh 
promise. Ditcham v. Worrall (Eng. C. P. D.).. 

3.— Ante-nuptial settlement as against creditors; “con- 
mee. Nat. Exchange Bank v. Watson ‘a. 3 


8. C.).. 

4. Ba Se. ‘of, before witnesses without ceremonial 
provided in statute, when no marriage. Common- 
wealth v. Munson (Mass. 8. C.) 

5.—Oral contract made Ve. ‘witnesses in foreign 
countries, and on ship crossing English channel ; 
— and succession; conflict of law (N: 


6.— By Toten’ party in another State. Kerrison v. 

Kerrison (N. Y. Spec. Term) 
7.—Verba de futuro and cohabitation do not constitute. 
Hebblethwaite v. Hepworth (Ill. 8. C.) 

8.— Validity of foreign; proof of handw sei proof 
of foreign law ; —— evidence ynes v. 
McDermott (N. pp.) 

See Conveyance. 


MARRIED WOMAN. Debt of a married wo- 
man, which she is not bound to pay, will prove a suffi- 
cient consideration to support an obligation under 
seal, my a third person, to pay it. Leonard y. Duffin 
(Penn. 8. C.) . 

-—- Deed by; r cannot be contradicted — parol. tna 

" Life Ins. Co. y. Franks (Iowa 8. C lg 
3.— Disaffirmance of contracts made by, when infant; 

when need not be during coverture : estoppel ; in- 

fant not bound by. Sims v. Everhardt (U.S. 8. C.), 455 
4.— Not liable for improvements to separate property 

made on husband's credit. Holmes y. Bronson (Mich. 


8. C.) 
5.—Divested of title to real estate only in statutory 
mode ; estoppel. Innis v. Templeton (Penn. 8. pe 


6.— May be entitled to compensation for services per 
formed in husband's family. Mason y. Dunbar (M 


95 
See Acknowledgment ; Criminal Law; Statute of Lim- 
itations. 
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MASTER AND SERVANT. Negligence; con- 
tributory negligence by employee; what does not 
eg ented v. North. Cent. Ry. Co. (N. Y. 


a.—Westigences one assisting servant at request. ‘of 
ae not co-servant. Kelly v. Johnson (Mass. 


3.— Negligence; master liable forinjury to servant from 
defective machinery through negligence of co-ser- 
vant contributes. Cone y. Del. w. 

(N. Y. App.).. 

4. BR e; duty as to safe machinery; inspector 
and brakeman not co-servants. 
R. I. & P. R. R. Co. (lowa 8. C.) . 

5.— Negligence; defective machinery ; contributor 
seers of co-servant. McMahon y. Henning ( 

Cc. C., Kans.) 

ae “what liability of master for injury to servant 
depends; superintendent performing duty of opera- 
tive fellow-servant. Crispin v. Babbitt (N. Y. App. 4 


MECHANICS’ LIEN Right gf mechanic to ped 
sign. Pearsons v. Tincker (Me. S.C.) 

2.—Inchoate right to, not assignable ; assignment of 
installment due on contract. Merchant v. Ottum- 
wa Water Power Co. (lowa 3. C.) 

8.—Husband and wife; wife’s land not ‘subject to lien 

for repairs without her authority or consent. 
man v. Henderson (Penn. 8. C.) 

MERGER. Of mortgage securing note 
v. Williamson (Mass. 8. C.) 


MINOR. Deed of land not appearing’ sideniiie face 
to be prejudicial to him, not void but voidable. 
Davis v. Dudley (Me.)........ ji pridueainshinne wai Apeed 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS. Agent's lia- 
bility for trespass o Sprague v. Tripp (R. 1.8. C.).. 
2.—Bonds; issue in excess of constitutional limit of 
municipal liability; recital in bonds; bona _ fide 
holder; estoppel. 

3. —Irregular exercise of power in issuing bonds does 
not invalidate bonds; recitals in deed do not estab- 


Braun v. Catesge, 1 


” 


Stein- 
463 


Biches * 


~~ 


236 


Buchanan vy. Litchfield (U. 8.S.C.) 516 


lish deed. Singer Manuf. Co. y. Elizabeth (N.J.S. C.) 517 


4.—Power of, in charter as to regulation of slaughter- 
houses, included power of total pe yan within 
specified limits Cronin v. i e(N. 

5.—Contempt, cannot be guilty o 
(Minn. 8. C ) 

6.—Limit of duty as to highways; evidence ; commu- 
nication of patientto physician Wilson v. Granby 
(Conn ) 

7.—Negligence: liability for contractors, in repair of 
street. City of Logansportv Dick (Ind. 8. C.)... 

8.—Negligence; liability for defective cross-walk ; bur- 
den of proof. Luedecke v. Buffalo (Buff. 8. C ). 

9.—Not liable for injury from defective approach ‘to 

bridge not owned by it inits limits. Bishop v. Cen- 
tralia (Wis. 8. C.). 

10.—Ordinance excluding slaughter-houses from fixed 
area in city; statutory construction; power to regu- 
late includes power to prohibit ; reason for —< 
= not be set forth. Cronins vy. People (N. 


p) 

ll. Set pott in action against city; that preliminary steps 
must precede action does not preclude set-off ; claim 
against < —~ not actionable subject of. Tay lor v. 
Mayor (N. Y. App.) 

12.—Street railroad; permission to la ,4 tracks - a.fran- 
chise but a license. Buffalo C. y Co. v. N. Y. C. 
R. (Buff. 8. 

13,—Exemption of cemeteries from taxation; assess- 
ments for local improvements. Olive Cemetery Co. 
v. Philadelphia (Penn. S. C.) 

14. Town; action for my injuries sustained by 
falling into a trench neara public building; when 
town or fanny is liable for defects. Larrabee v. Pea- 
body (M 8. C.) 

15. Tewet ‘iability of, for injuries caused by defects in 

ublic places ; ; negligence. Clark v. Waltham (Mass. 


16.—Village cannot embrace disconnected track of land. 
Smith v. Sherry (Wis. 8. C.) 
See Bonds; Constitutional Law ; Eminent Domain : : 
New York City ; Patent. 


MORTGAGE, Chattel. Power of mortgagee to pos- 
session when he feels insecure, not arbitrary. R 
vy. Goings (Tl. 8. C.). 

2.—Chattel; rights S joint mortgagees. 
Roche (Buff. S s 

3.—Chattels, on patie” te ee with privilege to sell; deed 
of trust. Scott v. A'fred (Tex. 8. C. 

4.—Chattel, of subsequently-acquired pevonst prop- 
erty Lazarus v. Andrade (Eng. C. P. 

5.—Of goods to be manufactured when valtd in equity. 
eb National Bank of Alexandria y. Turnbull (Va. 

6.—Of merchandise, when not fraudulent. Hastings v. 
Parke (Buff. 8. C.). 


7.—Real estate; change of form of indebtedness does 
not discharge. Heirly v. Mattison (lowa3. C.) 


Bass x3 ye 
398 


97 


Roy 
ha 


115 
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8.—Of real estate; rent of peamaiees, 1 Weegventin wend 
entitled to Long v. Wade (Me. 8. C. 
9.—Of cemetery lots invalid. 
(N. ¥.8.C.) .. 
10.—Mortgagee in possession must account for renta: 
value of premises. Barnett v. Nelson (lowa 8. C.), 1 
ih pecomganes negotiable note not liable to equities. 
Gabbert v. Schwartz (Ind., 8. C.). 
See Foreclosure; Former Adjudication: Husband and 
Wife, Insurance, Fire; Interest; Receiver; Record; 
Recording Act ; Specific Performance ; Usury. 


NATIONAL BANKS. Construction of Federal 
statute; State court has jurisdictionin action against 
bank in another State; attachment egsinst b peoperty 
of bank. Robinson vy. National Bank (N App.» 4 

2.—Jurisdiction of a courts. Foss v. rst 
National Bank (U. 8. C. C., Col.) 

3.—Jurisdiction of State courts, as to offenses by offi- 
cers of. Commonwealth exrel. Torrey v. Kettner 
(Penn. S. C.) 292; Luberg v. Commissioner (Penn. 


) 

4. —When liable for frauds of officers. Steckel v. First 
National Bank (Penn. 8. C.), 313; Zeigler v. First Na- 
tional Bank (Penn. 8S. C.), 31i, Resh v. First a 
Bank (Penn. 8. C.) 

5.—When liable for eolaid pee. 
cuse National Bank (N. Y. 

6.—Taxation of shares, AE for illegal ; Constitu- 
tional Law. National Albany Exchange Bank v. 
Hills (U.S. C. C., N.Y. 


NEGLIGENCE. Bailment; a gratuitous bailee only 
liable for gross negligence ; quamies for jury. Car- 
rington v. Ficklin’s Executor (Va. 8 ; Ob 

2.—Contributory, of parents; railroad ‘company owes 
no duty ko daaley ¥- Pit to children ack. ages 
its track ‘auley Vv wom. ; _ Lea St 
(Penn. 8. C.) 

3. ~Contributory, “when a 
New Gloucester (Me. 

«—thamauaeee article , gas; po aS : affirmative 
proof of want of. ‘Smith v. Boston Gas-Light Co. 
(Mass. 8. C.). 

5.—Firing cannon in public street, town not liable for 
negligence of officer in not preventing. Borough of 
Morristown vy. Fitzpatrick 

6.—Ice, negligent breaking of crop by steamboat. 
People’s Ice Co. vy. Excelsior (Mich. 8. C.). 

7.—Objects liable to frighten horses; turnpike com- 
pany liable after notice. Eggleston v. Columbia 
urnpike Road (N. Y. Ap 

8.—Omission to ring bell past keep flagman at street 
crossing, if not contributing to injury from ay - 
train, not mostigenes. | 5 aed v. 

H.R. R. R. Co. (N. Y. p.). 

9.—Proximate cause; fire commune cated by burning 
oilon stream. Kuhn v. Jewett (N 

10.—Remote cause ; burning oil carried by stream. Kuhn ) 
v. Jewett, Rec’ r(N.d. Eq ) 

11.—Railroad company not liable for damages se tay 
sparks of engine leased to run on private road. Mar- 
quette, etc., R. R. Co. v. Spear (Mich. 8. C.) 

12.—Railroad engine sparks setting fire ; that fire occurs 
not evidence of negligence. ading & C. R. R. Co. 
y. Latshaw (Penn. 8. C.).. 

13.—Engine on railway near highway making noise with- 
out notices question of fact. Hart v. Chicago, R. I. 

Co. (Iowa 8. C.) 

See po Attorney ; Bailment; Carrier of Passen- 
gers; Insurance, Fire ; Master and Servant ; Municipal 
Corporations ; New York City; Railroads ; Water- 
course. 


NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS. Unreason- 
able delay to present bill discharges drawer. Allan 
v Eldred (Wis. 8. C.) 
2.—Notice by mail a dishonor of bill. 
Omaha Nat. Bank (Neb. 8. C.) . 

3.—Payment of debt by certified chec k; loss of check; 
payment on forged indorsement ; rizhts and liabili- 
ties of parties. Thompson v. Bank of British N. A. 
(N. Y. App.).. 

4. —Proailenacr note, what is ‘stipulated in; notice. 
Parker v. Plymall (Kans. 8. 

5.—Promissory note ; immaterial alteration 
“annually” to “interest ” Leonard v. 
(Mich. 8. C.) 

6.—Promissory note; words ‘ bearer” or‘ order ” not 
essential to negotiability of. Porter v. Jonesville (U. 
8. C. C., Wis.)... 

7.— Defense that maker was induced to sign by fraud, 
when unavailable. 
(Lowa 8. C.) 

8.—Presentment and ‘notice by a disqualified et $ 
evidence; protest of 
Falk v. Lee (Penn. S. 

9.— Holder for value, pn EET surrendering note of 
debtor is, but not if surrendering dishonored check; 
conflict of law. Phoenix Ins. Co. v. Church (N. Y. 


App.) 


ieee 
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NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS-—Cont'd. 
10.— Holder for value; bar to action ; esto pels conflict 
of law. Brooklyn C. & N. R. R. Co. v. v1 Bank (U. | 


11.—Holder for value ; liability of indorser to, ear 


identity of maker xy represented by payee. 
. C.) 156 


Monnen v. Conner (Buff. 5. 
12.— Transfer in payment of antecedent — shuts out 
uities. Blum v. Loggins (Tex. 8 
1B.— cay 3 Ty eewes not. Turner ¥ v. “Pes oud 8. er 
See Ba 


R. Co. 

NEWS APER: ) ca Weekly not. 
eus Minn. 5 

NEW YORK orry. Removal of officer must be 
for cause; supervising engineer not answerable for 
negligence of subordinates; review of removal. Peo- 
ple ex rel. Campbell vy. Campbell (N. Y. App.)........ 

NOTICE. When notice of mortgage to soliciter_not 
—, gn lient; equitable interest. Cave v. Cave 
(Eng. C ) 


ing; Usury. 
Beecher v. Stev- 


See Recording Acts ; ‘Suretyshi Pp. 


NUISANCE. Obstructing highway, when pesvate 
action lies for. Shepherd yv. Barnett (Tex. 8. C.). 
See Statutory Construction. 


OFFICE AND OFFICER. | Eligibility ; removal of 
disabilities after election and .0~ omens on du- 
ties. State v. Trumpf (Wis. 3. C.).. 

2.— De facto, validity of acts of. Carli v. 
(Minn 8.C) 
3.— When official term: commences; statutory 
tion. Ball v. Kenfield, controller (Cal. 
See Attachment; Constitutional Law; Genpenndiinns 
Postmaster. 


PARENT AND CHILD. Infant, custody of; sup- 

— welfare of children, the parents being on an 
uality. English v. English (N. J. Eq.)..... 

—Gussedy of infant ; conflicting rights. Common- 

} aa ex rel. Drummond y. Ashton (Phila. Qr. 


Sess 
8.—Step-child ; “when “step-father. ‘stands in loco pa- 
rentis. Smith y. Rogers (Kans, 8. C.) 


“Rhener 


y construc- 
DD 


PARTIES. To suit to determine validity of will, Per 
oa not in esse. McArthur vy. Allen (U. 8. C. 
Ohio) 


PARTITION. See Trust. 
PARTNERSHIP. Agreement between partner and 


third person; sub-partnership;  sub- vo Mop not 
liable as partner. Burnett v. Snyder (N. Y. Ap 

2.—Dissolution; when party dealing with “firm oad 
by agreement of dissolution; vesting one partner 
with control of liquidation; factor. 
derbilt (N. Y. App.) ... 

3.—Dormant and px RENT ‘partner : bill of ‘exchange; 
firm in name of single member. Yorkshire Bkg. Co. 
v. Beatson (Eng. App.). ... 

4.—Expulsion of member; Common Law Procedure 
Act, 1854, 8 IL; arbitration 7 order of reference. 
Russell v. Russell (Eng. Ch. D. 

5.—Partners signing notes in individual names; when 
creditor may e.ect between firm and individual liabil- 
ity, insolvency. First Nat. Bank of Portland; In 

e Ph: ompson (Me. 3. C.).. 

6. ee and several note given by partners; when 
creditor may hold both firm and individual Lay oonge 4 
insolvency. Ec parte Nason ; In re Thompson (Me. 

) 

7.—When Joint enter rise is not. Boston & C. 8. Co. 
v. Smith (R. I. 8. C 

8 —Statute of limitations, power of one partner to take 
debt out of, by pay ment. Goodwin v. Parton (Eng. 


App.). 
See” Denbrapten “Banks and Banking: Voluntary 
Association. 


PASSE GER. Mail agent on railroad. Price v. 


Penn. 


Pate Wi pty breach of covenant does not for- 
feit. hite v. Lee (U 8. C. C., Mass.) 
2.—Invention A form of a book; municipal co 
ton. liable een Munson vy. 
(U.S.C. C., 
3.—Reissue by EER gnust be for same inven- 
tion. Ball v. Langles (U.S. 
4.—Right of patentee to fg ‘Tegal ‘proceedings 
against purchasers from other manufacturers; when 
Se potice suneumnee. Rescmnd v. seopeemepreneen (Eng. 


ayor 


PERJURY. See Criminal Law. 
PERSONAL PROPERTY. See Conversion ; Sale. 


Action upon promissory note. ae. 
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2.—Amended answer ; when iy be Ssoepeded: sham , 
C3 ‘a 


and frivolous. Becker v. Weisner (Buff. S. 
8.—Evidence; allegation of libel published after suit 
brought, irrelevant, etc, Storck vy. Buffalo German 
R. P. Asso. (Buff. 
— Executor de son tort, declaration against. Sawyer v. 
Thayer (Me 8. C.) 
5.— i iy 1 yorgpens not objected to. Cutler v. Getz 


‘aie Criminal Law ; Tender. 
PLEDGE, See Title. 
POSTMASTER. Not ‘‘officer of revenue,” statu- 
tory construction ; corsincate x _— cause. 
Campbell v. James’ (U. 8. C. -) 


PRACTICE. Appeal to + ath of aii order dis- 
charging arrest; opinion of court Y App cannot 
control order. in re Nebenzahl (N. Y. 

2.—Time when judge must sign aceneabent Sorts of 
error kefore exceptions signed no waiver ; date of 
signature; evidence; proof of boundary lines by 
reputation ; adverse possession ; true a Pe 
way of part of lot. Hunnicut v. Peyton ( 


) 
3.— Injunction pe of, by telegraph. Tonkinson vy. 
Cartledge ( 
(eee servic : “. copy, when sufficient. Osgoodby 
eifert (Buff 
5.— Jurisdiction Ay AF over orders pote % same 
term; appeal. Phillips v. Ordway (U. 8.8. C.). 
6. — Entry o judgment; filing memorandum by judge 
not sufficient. Knapp, Rec., v. Roche (N. Y 
7.— Rehearing after judgment : when Pers showia 
be filed. Brooks v. Burlington & 8. Ry. Co. (U.S 


C.) 
&—Ordee for publication under old Code, § 135; whet 
yy om to authorize. Belmont v. Coenen (N.Y 


9.-- Order not modified by opinion ; when opinion may 
be referred to for explanation ; discretion of court 
governed by rule; granting leave to_ plead ner 
judgment on demurrer. Fisher v. Gould (N. Y. 


wk prenmnd motion or | 
) 


case.” Coxv illyer (Ga. 


1l.— Vacating order of arrest ; ees « outny ot 


order. Stafford v. Amles (Buff. S 
12.— Writ used and filed ma 

ceeding. Jn re Marson (Me. 8S. C.).. 
See Executor ; Criminal Law ; ‘Tender. 


PRESCRIPTION. See Easement. 


PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION. See Slan- 


der and libel. 


PROCESS: Not protection to 


cer. Barr v. Boyles (Penn. S 
nag Negotiable Instru- 
ments. 


| PROTEST. See Negotiable Instruments. 


PROXIMATE AND REMOTE CAUSE. See 

Negligence 

PUBLIQ CHARITY. Sectarian institutions ; word 

* Burd Orphan Asylum v. School Dist. 
Gena. C.) 

PUBLIC POLICY. Money paid by third person to 
creditor to induce him to join in compromise, not 
recoverable back. Solinger v 

2.—Compounding crime ; agreement not to prosecute 
misdemeanor; right to return of securities eposited. 
Whitmore v. Farley (Eng. Ch. D.) 

PUBLIC RECORDS. A person has no common- 
law right toacopy or abstract of entire records in 
which he has no special interest. Webber vy. Town- 
DG GD cvccccccccccce 60 cctees seccscsecesad 44, 


RAILROADS. Action lies to compel construction 
y A farm crossing. Jones v. Seligman, Trustee (N. Y. 


p-). 
o~tenwraction of statute relating to fences ; owner 
of leased road liable for cattle killed by failure to 
fence, Fontain v. Southern P. R. R. Co. (Cal. 8. C.), 
3.—Removal of snow by street railway company; when 
company not liable for injury to adjoining acid 
Short v. Balt. City Pass. Ry. Co. (Md. App.) ‘ 
See Carrier of Passengers; Constitutional Law ; Enit- 
nent Domain ; Franchise ; Injunction ; Jurisdiction ; 
Municipal Corporations ; "Negligence. 


RATIFICATION. See Constitutional Amendments. 


REAL ESTATE. Building erected by license on 
a right of parsed not. Walton vy. Wray (lowa 


2.—Fixtures treated as as personalty ‘by all. parties, not; 
estoppel. Smith v. Waggoner (Wis. S.C.) . 


RECEIVER. Actions against; ju 
v. Indianapolis & L. F. R. R. Co. ( 


trial. cialis 


pp.). 454 


not be used in new ro- 
” 


64 


Earle (N. Y. App.).... 474 


68 


. 8. C C., Ohio).. 216 
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RECEIVER— Continued. 
2.—Of corporation ; estate in hands of, liable upon cov- 
enant of corporation to pay rent. 
Trust Co. (N. pp. 
3.—Takes 4 to claim of lienholder not party. 
Snow v_ Winslow (IowaS. C.) 
— mortgage ce A ‘that mortgagee may 
@ possession upon default, receiver mee’ be A's 
inted if default occurs. Sacramento & 
‘o. v. Superior Court (Cal. 8S. C.)...... pasg Vad eeaa ees 


RECEIVER OF STOLEN GOODS. See Crim- 
inal Law. 
ars) D. 


Mistake 4 register in recording does not 
Sinclair v. Slawson (Mich. 


ouaenaee ACT. Assignment of mortgago ; 
unauthorized discharge by assignor after assign- 
ment; contents of assignment and record; estoppel; 
silence of assignee aoe eee. ‘discharge. 
Bryan v. Judson (N. Y 
2.—Notice; husband and ‘wife, purchase by debtor of 


PAGE. 


People v. Nat’l 
455 


TT 


ie ee ‘land under mortgage sale. Hassey v. Wilke, mn 


REGISTRATION. See Elections, 

RELIGIOUS SOCIETIES. Mandamus does not 
lie to compel restoration to membership. State ex 
rel. Soares v. Hebrew Congregation (La. 8. C.). 

REMOVAL OF CAUSE. Act of Congress relat- 

to, from State to Federal courts, does not pro- 
" e for removal of criminal action on the ground of 
alienage. State of New Hampshire v. Grand Trunk 
R. R. Co. (U. 8. C. C., ) 


493 
2,—Under acts of 1866 and "1867; what is final trial or 
8. C.) 516 


hearing. Jifkins v. Sweetser (U.S. 
3.—Counter-claim establishing amount in dispute. 

Clarkson vy. Manson (U. 8S. C.C., N.Y.) . 

4.—Mistrial not trial to prevent removal; amount. Bray- 

Me sf Hedges (lowa 8S. C.). 

@ amount in a petition for, to Federal court, as to 
Geeponeite of the parties cannot be controverted. 
Dickey vy. Robbins (Buff. 8 C.) 


15 
6.—When cause removal on account . distinction in os 
Cc.) 


Fitzgerald v. Allman (N. 
See Criminal Law ; Siirtadiction> 
RES ADJUDICATA, What constitutes. 
Hinshaw (Kaus. 5 
REWARD weleehane surrender of wrong-doer; 
party bringing about entitled to. Austrian case. 
REPLEVIN. In State court of goods patend under 
Federal process. Heyman vy. Covell (Mich. S 
See Husband and Wife. 


RIGHT OF WAY. Over granted land surrounded 
by land of ——- when not aliowable. Mayor v. 
Riggs (Eng.) 

See Easement; ‘Real Estate. 

RIOT. See Insurance, Fire. 

RIPARIAN RIGHTS. Customas to use of streams; 
eens” are. Pennsylvania Coal Co. v. Sanderson 

e 3.) 

2.—When artificial water-course treated as natural; com- 

pensation for appropriation ; eminent domain. City 
f Reading vy. Althouse (Penn. 8S. C. 
See Water-course. 


color. 


Star v. 


Pocadnsotncnetense 


SABBATH BREAKING. See Criminal Law. 

SALE. Of business and good-will. 
(En =s. Ch. D. 
2.—Judicial; when advance bid after sale ground for 
opening; intervention of third person. Blackburn 
v. Selma R. Co. (U. 8. C. C., Tenn.) 

38—Of personal property; conditional sale of a horse 
delivered; death of horse before sale became abso- 
lute. Elphick v. Barnes (Eng. C. P. D.) 

4.—Of personal property; special contract ; 
when part delivery gives right of action. 
Wilson (N. Y. App. 

5.—Of personal property ; title of innocent vendee from 
fraudulent purchaser good delivery. Old Dominion 
8. 8. Co. v. Burckhardt (Va. 8. C.) 
area against creditors. 
(Buff 

7.—Or return; evidence of sale. 
a 8. C.) 


waiver; ; 
Avery v. 


personal property; 


minion 8. Co. vy. Burckhardt (Va. App.).. 


See Conflict of Laws; Ftp gmat Consignment "Stat- 
ute of Frauds 


- 249 


Ginesi v. wennennde 


115 
Kahn vy. Klabunde 
396 


title of innocent vane 
from fraudulent ae = good delivery. rapeyeenl 


SAVINGS BANKS. Degree of care required from 
Y. App.) 329 


trustees. Hun, Rec’r, v. Cary (N. 
2.—What it is; rights of depositors ; pre erences 3 
solvency; special deposits. 
v. Mechanics & L. Sav. enk ay EE 
See Ul ires. 


Stocton, - y-Gen. we 
_ 158 











SEDUCTION. See Evidence. 

SET-OFF | Inaction by husband and wife ; debt owed 
by one only. Bentz v. Bentz (Penn. ) 

See Municipal Corporations; Statute of Limitations. 

SLANDER AND LIBEL. An attorney, who is 
also an editor of a newspaper, cannot be summarily 
cael on account of his publishing in his news- 

er a libel on a judge, not designed to acquire an 
uence over him in the exercise of his judicial 
pmeeen mae through the eer go ay of pular 

a In the Matter of the 

teinman aad Hensel, attorneys (Penn. 8. C.) 

2.—Damages recoverable only for the slanderous words 
charged ; evidence of repetition of words admissible 
to show malice. Ward v_ Dick (Conn. 8. C.) 

8.—Mitigation of damages; reputation of laintiff un- 
known to defendant not provable. atfleld v. 
Lasher (N. Y. App 

4.—Privileged oxanmpanibetion 3 ; criticism a conduct of 
public officer. Hamilton v. Eno (N. Y. 

5.—Privileged communication ; od tl ‘written 
by naval officer on resignation of plaintiff. Maurice 
v. Worden (Md. App.). 

See Injunction. 

SLAUGHTER-HOUSE. See Easements; Munici- 

pal Corporations. 

SPEC, ‘IC PERFORMANCE. Mortgage, agree- 
ment to purchase subject to, not Pa pwerene: - 
assume. ewis v. Day (lowaS. 

See Action. 


STATUTE OF FRAUDS. Cones invalid by; 
can only be avoided by — to; marine insurance: 
insurable interest. Amsink v. American Ins. Co. 
(Mass 8.C.).. 

2.—Conveyance of realty with rents reserved ; implied 
qoasene ct. Providence peenpeneed rape v. Elliott (R. 


).. 
3. ae under, personal. 
(Neb. S. C.) 
4.—Sale of call estate ; ‘price to be fixed by arbitration; 
notice of arbitration, when eae penpronpet Morton v. 
Gale (Ill. 8. C.)..... adianewens 
See Contract. 


STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS. Acknowledg- 
ment of debt to person other than creditor. Din- 
guid v. Schoolfield (Va. 8. C.) 

2.—Action against indorser of forged paper 4 drawee. 
archaste Nat. Bank of Baltimore v. First Nat. 
Bank (U. 9 

3.—Begins 4. run on check at time of making, if drawer 
poy no funds with drawee. Brush v. eae o ©. 


* commencement of the action in which it is pleaded. 
McEwing v. James (Ohio 8. C.) 

5.—Married woman, under old Code as to statutes con- 
struction ; old Code, onl new yn $8 38 oo same 
1870, chap. 

Acker ( 

6.— Note ceiabbod a months after demand ; payment 
of interest not oneeeee of aa. rown Vv. 
Rutherford (Eng. Ch. D.) .00hnesd sbhbendil 

See Partnership. 


STATUTORY CONSTRUCTION. Special act 
controlling general — majority of official board act 
pod “oe a otherwise. Talcott v. Bland- 
ng (Ca 

2.—Old Code, § 101; new Code, §$ 381, 414; Laws 4 39 
ch. 741; 1851, ch. 479. Acker v. Acker (N. 

3.— Lunatic’ 8 estate, sale of; when this court <a es not 
follow State courts as to State statutes Mohr v. 
Manierre (U.S. 

4.— Nuisance ; oriel window. Goldstraw v. Duckworth 
(Eng. D 

See Civi 
Grand Jury; Mails ; ieanictpal Gomevations t 
tional Banks; Office and Officers ; Postmaster ; ‘prec. 
tice ; Railroads. 

STOCK EXCHANGE. Legality of rules as to 
debts between members. Ex parte Grant; Re Plum- 
Diy (ae. AGD.).00. 2200 reste 

STOCKS. See Corporations. 

py le See Arbitration. 

SUN Laws pioctios one class only invalid. Ez 
par a AY caornela (Cal. 8. C.) 


PAGE. 


Rules disbarring 3 


18 


176 


197 


. 415 


219 


70 


2.— Maritime law; obligation of scqmnen to work on Sun- 1 


day. Smith v. "Schooner (U. 8. D. C. 
3.— Travel on ; accident, while cciontag 
fj unreasonable and indirect route 
lle (Mass. 8. C.) 


‘from funeral 
avis v. Somer- 


4.— Injury 
gence. hite v. Lang (Mass. 8 


See Maritime Law. 


SURETYSHIP. Assumption of debt by one acquir- 
ing contract to sell real estate from veugees as secu- 
rity ; Statute of Frauds. Roe v. Barker (N. Y 

2.— Forbearance does not discharge surety. 


sete eee eee enews 


Winton 


by dog to traveller on; 7 eeepeanned nage 
Ww . 236 


App.), 495 


y. Little (Penn. S.C.)......0-ccccveee coccceccesersesee 200 
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SURETYSHIP— Continued. 

3.—Official bond ; when sureties not liable as to duties 
impo y law passed subsequent to execution. 
White v. Bt Saginaw (Mich, 8. C. 

4.— Official bond ; fens gemestes : how far ‘surety liable. 
Ward v. Stahl (N. Y App.) . 

5.—Official bond; bond si ned with unfilled blanks ; 
estoppel ; office vacant y default in filing bond: 
when provision as to vacant directory. City of 
Chicago v. Gage (Ill. S. C.) ..... ...... 

6.—What notice surety must give to creditor to comast 
yoy action ened debtor. Hunt v. Purdy (N. Y 


8. C.) 
“See Ati orney. 


TAXATION. Of corporation must be at principal 
office as set forth in its certificate of incorporation ; 
review of erroneous, need not be by certiorari. 
Union Steamboat Co. v. Buffalo (N. Y. 8. C.) 

2.— Collector not liable for enforcement of tax ; war- 
wl valid on its face. Moss v. Cummins (Mich. 


) 

3.— Exemption of cemeteries from; assessment for loc al 
Sepeerament. Olive Cemetery’ Co. v. Philadelphia 
(Penn C.) 

4.— Of lands held by religious co een, 
of Redemptionist Fathers v. Boston (Mass. S 


7 y. Soc. 
. ©). 


National Banks. 


TAX COLLECTOR. ay yin a, Ser aie return. 
aynosford v. Phelps (Mich. 8S. 


TELEGRAPH. See Contract ; Practice. 
TELEPHONE. Contract with patentee to deny 
privilege in L ~ raph company invalid. State ex 


rel. Am. _Telesraph oe. v. Bell Telephone Co. 
(St. fouis Co 


TER ANTS ihe SUTIRETY. See Husband and 
fe. 


TENDER. Pleading; admits the same to be due ; 
of debt without costs after suit brought, no avail ; 
a ' decision in writing under Code, § 1010. 

ton v. Wells (N. Y. App.).. 

TITLE To goods pledged under unregistered bill ‘ot 
one; oy jide purchaser. Taylor v. aepenae (Eng. 


See Banks and Banking ; Foreclosure: ‘Sale. 


TOWN pens consist of contiguous tegriory. Chi- 
cago & N Ry. Co. v. Oconto (Wis. 8. C.)......... 


ia Municipal Corporations. 


TRADE. Restraint of; contractin; agreement not 
to follow calling within specified limits. Cook v. 
Johnson (Conn. 8. C.) 

2.— Deceptive use of one’s own name in; : when will be 
restrained. aes Cattle Food Co. v. Massam 
(Eng. App.) . 

TRADE-MA RK. Name of building ; “Tower- 

lace;”’ right to transfer name on removal. Arms- 
strong v. Kleinhaus (Louisville Ch. C.).. 

2.— Belonging to firm ; sale to partner of personal prop- 
erty and premises where business conducted does 
not include trade-mark. Huwer vy. Dannerhoffer 
 & 4 8 Eee are 

3.—Arabic numerals may be. 
Co. v_ Lowell Hosiery Mills (Mass. 

4.—“ Indian ” and ** Negro”’ head ; similarity of pag 
ance. Leidersdorf v. Flint (Wis. S. C.) 

5.—Right of, + 41 1 of statute. 

Sharer (lowa 8 
—“Rye and 
a a and rock candy not. 

(N. Y. App.). 


Rocke” to designate mixture of 


TRAVELLER. See Sunday. 


TRESPASS. Cutting timber; when 
ey without knowledge, liable. 
Weeks (Wis. S. C.}........... - 

See Adverse Possession. 


TRIAL, 3 apetane on. United States v. Hough 


4, , ere ‘Law ; “Removal ‘of ‘Causes. 
VER. Lies for grain intermingled with other 
TROY when conve . German National Bank v. 
Meadowcraft (Ill. 8. C.)....... SR ELA ARR TR 
TRUST. Partition, naked power to sell or make ex- 
cnense implies power to make. Phelps v. Shrader 


urchaser from 
eee 1 v. 


TRUST S. Investment of funds pies into 
court. esterman v. Eyland (N. ¥. App.) ....... «.. 
TRUSTEE. See Corporations. 
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TURNPIKE ROAD. Abandonment of; ownership 
= onc remaining thereon. Johnson v. Heiser 
(Bu 


ULTRA VIRES. Savings bank mer borrow money 
and mortgage securities ; estop y ew ams not 
bind public. Ward v. Johnson (ae. By GQ) .ccaces 

UNITED STATES. See Confiscation act. 
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